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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year phor to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Andrews 
et al. (U.S Patent No. 5284164). 

Regarding claim 1, Andrews discloses a system for monitoring and controlling a 
line manufacturing tobacco products, comprising a plurality of devices and units 
connected by way of a common interface network to a respective master control unit 
((see fig. 1 and column 4, lines 10-24), characterized in that it comprises an auxiliary 
inspection unit associated with the manufacturing line, connected to the network and 
serving to verify at least one characteristic of tobacco products taken as samples, by 
which signals indicative of the at least one characteristic of the tobacco products are 
transmitted to the network (Abstract and fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 2, Andrews discloses the auxiliary inspection unit comprises a 
detection apparatus capable in real time of verifying the characteristic of the product 
and relaying a signal Indicative of the characteristic to at least one of the production 
devices (column 1, lines 9-23). 
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Regarding claim 3, Andrews discloses the signal indicative of the characteristic is 
relayed by the auxiliary inspection unit to the visual display means as a source of 
information (column 1, lines 9-23). 

Regarding claim 4, Andrews discloses the system comprising a processing and 
control unit associated with each production device and unit, wherein the signal 
indicative of the characteristic is relayed by the auxiliary inspection unit to the 
processing and control units as a prompt for corrective action, in such a way that the 
auxiliary inspection unit forms a part of at least one feed back control loop (column 2, 
lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 5, Andrews discloses the auxiliary inspection unit comprises a 
relative signal processing and routing unit connected to the common interface network 
and to the master control units of the manufacturing line (see figs. 1-2). 

Regarding claim 6, Andrews discloses the manufacturing line comprises two or 
more machines (column 2, lines 5-15). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-9 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Andrews et al. (U.S Patent No. 5284164) in view of Draghetti (U.S Patent No. 
5695070). 
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Regarding claim 7, althougli Andrews does not expressly disclose the automatic 
sampler/tester inspection unit comprises a device capable of transfer tobacco product 
serving to select sample products, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to utilize a device to select sample products 
from the manufacturing line for testing purpose as taught by Draghetti (Abstract). 
Therefore, the reference of Andrews and Draghetti taken together as a whole teaches 
the inspection unit comprises a device to transfer selected tobacco products from the 
manufacturing line for testing purpose. 

Regarding claim 8, Draghetti discloses the sample is quality controlled including 
correct alignment of the filter connecting strip (column 1 , lines 14-21 ). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to connect the sampling device from the outfeed of the filter tip attachment 
machine so that the sample can be inspected for correct alignment of the filter 
connecting strip. 

Regarding claim 9, Draghetti discloses the sampling device comprises conveyor 
means presenting single pockets, each serving to contain a tobacco product (see fig. 1 
by reference sign 3). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Andrews and Draghetti discloses the 
conveyor means follow a path but does not expressly disclose the orientation of a leg. 
However, the orientation of the leg is considered rearrangement of parts and would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for lack of criticality (Also, see In re Japikse, 
181 F.2d 1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950)). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 10-12 and 14-27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: Claim 10 
contains features: " shifter means interposed between an outfeed roller of the filter tip 
attachment machine and the pocket conveyor means capable of movement between a 
first position and a second position in which a feed channel directing products onto the 
conveyor means is opened and closed, respectively". These features are not disclosed 
or suggested by the combination of the cited prior arts of Andrews (U.S Patent No. 
5284164) and Draghetti (U.S Patent No. 5695070). 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to PHU H. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-5931 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Phillip Tucker can be reached on 571-272-1095. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/579,725 Page 6 

Art Unit: 1791 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

P.N 7/31/2010 

/Philip C Tucker/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



